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Art Unit: 2875 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment filed on December 12, 2005 has been entered: 

• Claims 1, 2 and 11-13 have been amended; 

• Claims 24-38 have been added; 

• Claims 1-38 are still pending in this application, with claims 1. 11, 12, 22, 32, 33, 
34, 35, 36, 37 and 38 being independent. 

2. The corrected or substituted drawings (Figures 9, 10, 1 1 and 13) were received 
on December 12, 2005. These drawings are approved. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments regarding newly amended claims 1-21 and 24-38 filed on 
December 12, 2005 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

4. In regards to the newly amended claims 1-10, applicant's arguments (Remarks, 
pages 13-14) are Moot because the applicant's amendments necessitated the new 
ground of rejection by introducing new consideration "a wire guide tab extending from 
the mounting cup and directed generally radially outward from the axis of translation of 
the mounting cup " and " wherein at least a portion of wires is positioned relative to the 
sire guide tab so that the wires are shield from the socket focusing mechanism during 
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the axial translation of the mounting cup ", 
amended claims 1-10 follows on page 5. 
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The rejection on the merits of the newly 



5. In regards to the newly amended claim 1 1 , applicant's arguments (Remarks, 
pages 15-16) are Moot because the applicant's amendments necessitated the new 
ground of rejection by introducing new consideration " wherein one or more wires are 
sandwiched between an inside surface of the sire guide wall and an outside surface of 
the socket ". The rejection on the merits of the newly amended claim 1 1 follows on page 
5. 



6. In response to applicant's argument regarding newly amended claims 12-21 that 
"one or more limitations of claim 12 -which must be treated under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, 
sixth paragraph-have not been so treated" (Remarks, page 15) is not persuasive 
because the structures disclosed in the specification corresponding to the means-plus- 
function languages in claim 12 have been considered, and all structural limitations in 
claim 12 are met by Denison et al. (US 5,086,379) and Blakesley et al. (US 
2003/0172750) cited in the Office Action mailed June 29, 2005. Other arguments 
regarding newly amended claims 12-21 (Remarks, pages 15-16) are Moot because the 
applicant's amendments necessitated the new ground of rejection by introducing new 
consideration "means, means, extending from the securing means in a direction 
comprising one or more directional components " and " wherein a directional component 
of the one or more directional components is directed generally outward from the axis of 
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the securing means" . The rejection on the merits of the newly amended claims 12-21 
follows on page 5. 

7. Further, applicant's arguments regarding newly amended and added claims 1-21 
and 24-38 (Remarks, pages 13-27) fail to comply with 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1(b) because they 
amount to a general allegation that the claims define a patentable invention without 
specifically pointing out how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them 
from the references. It is clearly cited in the MPEP that applicant's reply must be fully 
responsive by pointing out tlie specific distinctions believed to render the claims 
patentable over the references in presenting arguments in support of new claims and 
amendments. Applicant should also specifically point out the support for any 
amendments made to the disclosure. See MPEP § 714.02. 

8. In response to applicant's arguments regarding newly amended and added 
claims 1-21 and 24-38 (Remarks, pages 13-27) about the motivation for combining the 
teachings of prior art, it is clearly addressed in the MPEP that the motivation for 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
does not need to come from the reference itself. See MPEP § 2143 - § 2143.03. 

9. It is noted that the indicated allowability regarding claims 22-23 in the Office 
Action mailed June 29, 2005 is withdrawn in view of the newly discovered reference to 
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Godley (US 1,414,567). Rejections based on the newly cited reference(s) follow on 
page 5. 

DETAILED ACTION 

10. The claims must be given their broadest reasonable interpretation. See MPEP 
§2111. 

Drawings 

1 1 . The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the "one or more 
directional components" in lines 6-10 of claim 1, in lines 7-11 of claim 12, in lines 2 of 
claim 24, in lines 2-5 of claim 27in line 2 of claim 30, in lines 6-9 of claim 32, and in lines 
10-13 of claim 35 must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new 
matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
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changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

12. Claims 1-10, 12-21, 24-32 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claims 
contain subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

13. In regards to claims 1,12, 24, 27, 30, 32 and 35, the claimed subject matters 
"one or more directional components directed generally radially outward from the axis of 
translation of the mounting cup" in lines 6-10 of claim 1, in lines 7-11 of claim 12, in line 
2 of claim 24, in lines 2-5 of claim 27, in line 2 of claim 30, in lines 6-9 of claim 32, and 
in lines 10-13 of claim 35 are neither shown in the drawings nor described in the 
specification. 
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14. Claims 2-10 and 25-26 are necessarily included because of their dependency on 
claim 1 . 

15. Claims 13-21 and 31 are necessarily included because of their dependency on 
claims 12. 

16. Claims 28-29 are necessarily included because of their dependency on claim 27. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

17. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

18. Claims 11 and 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Perry et al. (US 999,860). 

19. Perry et al. disclose an adjustable electric lamp (Fig. 1,1). 

20. In regards to claim 11, Perry et al. disclose: 

• A socket (Fig. 1) (page 1, lines 81-83), having wires (16) extending therefrom, 
for receiving a lamp (8); 

• A mounting cup (Fig. 1 , 6) for securing the socket (page 1 , lines 81-83) to the 
luminaire (1); 

• A socket (Fig. 1) (page 1, lines 81-83) focusing mechanism for axially translating 
the mounting cup (6) relative to a stationary reflector (4) (page 1, lines 98-105); 



Application/Control Number: 10/685,033 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2875 

• A wire guide wall (Fig. 1 , 7), arranged at least partially in the mounting cup (6), 
for anchoring the one or more wires (16) to the mounting cup (6); 

• Wherein the one or more wires are (Fig. 1,16) are sandwiched between an 
inside surface of the wire guide wall (17) and an outside of the socket. 

21 . In regards to claim 27, Perry et al. further disclose: 

• Wherein the one or more wires (Fig. 1 , 6) inside of the wire guide wall and 
outside surface of the socket inherently resists relative rotation between the 
mounting cup and the socket. 

22. Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Beaton et al. 
(US 3,280,320). 

23. Beaton et al. disclose an adjustable photographic lamp (Fig. 1). 

24. In regards to claim 33, Beaton et al. disclose: 

• A lamp (Fig. 1,15); 

• A socket (Fig. 2, 35) for receiving one end of the lamp (15); 

• A reflector (Fig. 1 , 7) having a hole (9) for receiving another end of the lamp (15); 

• A helical spring (Fig. 2, 2.9) extending between the reflector (Fig. 1, 7) and the 
socket (Fig. 2, 35); 

• Wherein the spring (Fig. 2, 29) has at least a portion with a closed pitch. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
(Regarding claims 1-2 and 24-26 as best understood) 

25. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

26. Claims 1-2 and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Perry et al. (US 999,860) in view of Stearns (US 1 , 1 1 5,033). 

27. Perry et al. was discussed in the rejection of claim 1 1 above. 

28. In regards to claims 1-2 and 24-26, Perry et al. disclose: 

• A socket (Fig. 1) (page 1 , lines 81-83), having wires (16) extending therefrom, 
for receiving a lamp (8) (claim 1); 

• A mounting cup (Fig. 1, 6) for securing the socket (page 1, lines 81-83) to the 
luminaire (1) (claim 1); 

• A socket (Fig. 1) (page 1 , lines 81-83) focusing mechanism for axially translating 
the mounting cup (6) relative to a stationary reflector (4) (page 1, lines 98-105) 
(claim 1); 

• A wire guide wall (Fig. 1, 7), arranged at least partially in the mounting cup (6), 
for anchoring the one or more wires (16) to the mounting cup (6) (claim 2); 

• Wherein the one or more wires are (Fig. 1,16) are sandwiched between an 
inside surface of the sire guide wall (17) and an outside of the socket (claim 25); 
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• Wherein the one or more wires (Fig. 1 , 6) inside of the wire guide wall and 
outside surface of the socket obviously resists relative rotation between the 
mounting cup and the socket (claim 26). 

29. However, Perry et al. do not expressly disclose a wire guide tab extending in a 
direction directed radially outward from the axis of translation of the mounting cup 
(claims 1, 24). 

30. Stearns discloses an electric lamp with a focus assembly (Fig. 1) having a wire 
guide tab (Fig. 2, 55) extending in a direction directed radially outward from the axis of 
translation of a mounting cup (36). 

31 . Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use the wire guide tab of Stearns for the adjustable 
electric lamp of Perry et al. to prevent direct contact between the electric wires and the 
surrounding structures, such as the flange (Fig. 1 , 25) of Perry et al. with a sharp edge, 
for the purpose of adjusting the relative lamp position without bringing stress on the 
wires. 

32. Claims 3-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Perry et al. (US 999,860) and Stearns (US 1,115,033) claims 1 and 2 above, and further 
in view of Own (US 5,735,594) and Bamber (US 5,017,327). 

33. In regards to claims 3-10, as best understood by Examiner, Perry et al. and 
Stearns disclose the invention substantially as claimed except for: 

• A mounting cup receptacle (claims 3, 4); 
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• A cam with helical slot arranged in a side wall of said one of the mounting cup 
and the mounting cup receptacle (claims 3, 4, 5, 7); 

• A cam follower with helical protuberance extending from a side wall of the other 
of the mounting cup and the mounting cup receptacle (claims 3, 4, 6, 8); 

• At least one notch with the helical slot (claim 9); 

• A spring for urging the cam follower into the notch (claim 10). 

34. In regards to the mounting cup receptacle (claims 3, 4. 6, 8) and a cam and a 
cam follower having a helical slot (claims 3, 4, 5, 7) and a notch (claim 9) or helical 
protuberance, Own discloses a focus adjustable flashlight having: 

• A headlight housing (Fig. 2, 2) having a cam with a helical slot (23) and a notch 
(231); 

• A receptacle (Fig. 2, 3) having a cam follower with a circumferential protuberance 
(33). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to use the light housing unit having a cam with a helical slot and a notch 
and the receptacle having a cam follower with a circumferential protuberance as shown 
in Own for the adjustable electric lamp of Perry modified by Stearns to convert a circular 
movement smoothly into a backward or forward movement, for the purpose of allowing 
an excellent positioning of a light source (lamp) for a desired illumination. 
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35. In regards to the spring for urging the cam follower (claim 10), Bamber discloses 
an adjustable light unit having a coil spring (Fig. 2, 88) positioned between the rear 
portion (50) of the piston housing carrying a bulb and the end cap (34). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
use the spring of Bamber for the adjustable electric lamp of Perry modified by Stearns 
and Own to ascertain the engagement of a cam or to lock the cam at a particular 
position by using a retaining notch, for the purpose of providing more secured 
illumination with the adjustable lamp especially when the adjustable lamp unit is 
operated under a continuously moving environment such as in the hand of a walking 
person. 

36. Claims 12-13 and 30-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Perry et al. (US 999,860) and Stearns (US 1,1 15,033). 

37. Perry et al. and Stearns were discussed in the rejection of claim 1 above. 

38. As described in the rejections of claims 1-2 and 24-26 above, as best understood 
by Examiner, all structural limitations claimed in the claims 12-13 are met by Perry et al. 
and Stearns. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to provide the means-plus-function limitations claimed 
in the claims 12-13 by using the adjustable electric lamp of Perry modified by Stearns. 



Application/Control Number: 10/685,033 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2875 

39. Claims 14-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Perry et al. (US 999,860), Stearns (US 1,115,033), Own (US 5,735,594) and Bamber 
(US 5.017,327). 

40. As described in the rejections of claims 3-10 above, as best understood by 
Examiner, all structural limitations claimed in the claims 14-21 are met by Perry et al., 
Stearns, Own and Bamber. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the means-plus-function 
limitations claimed in the claims 14-21 by using the adjustable electric lamp of Perry 
modified by Stearns, Own and Bamber. 

41. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Beaton 
et al. (US 3,280,320) in view of Grosz (US 2,802,094). 

42. The functional statement that does not direct to structural limitations of an 
apparatus has not been given any patentable weight (see MPEP § 2114). The 
functional statement "for blocking light from the lamp" in lines 10-1'1 of claim 22 is not 
further given any patentable weight. 

43. Beaton et al. disclose an adjustable photographic lamp (Fig. 1). 

44. In regards to claim 22, Beaton et al. disclose: 

• A luminaire (Fig. 1) including a lamp (15); 

• A connecting structure (Fig. 1,17) for connecting the luminaire; 

• A socket (Fig. 2, 35) for receiving one end of the lamp (1 5); 

• A reflector (Fig. 1 , 7) having a hole (9) for receiving another end of the lamp (1 5); 
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• A focusing mechanism for axially translating the lamp (Fig. 1,15) and socket 
(Fig. 2, 35) relative to the reflector (Fig. 1, 7) (col. 1, lines 54-58); 

• A helical spring (Fig. 2, 29) extending between the reflector (Fig. 1 , 7) and the 
socket (Fig. 2, 35); 

• Wherein the spring (Fig. 2, 29) has at least a portion with a closed pitch. 

45. However, Beaton et al. do not expressly disclose a track to connect a luminaire. 
Grosz discloses a photographic lighting assembly (Fig. 1) having a track (14) to connect 
a luminaire (68). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to use the track of Grosz for the adjustable 
photographic lamp of Beaton to provide an easy means to position the lamp at a desired 
distance from a subject being photographed, for the purpose of providing desired 
lighting effects on the subject by adjusting both the lamp position and the light source 
position within the lamp. 

46. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Beaton 
et al. (US 3,280,320) and Grosz (US 2,802,094) as applied to claim 22 above, and 
further in view of Buzalski (US 3,858,038) and Scott et al. (6,741,033). 

47. In regards to claim 23, Beaton et al. and Grosz disclose the invention 
substantially as claimed except for a nonspecular reflector and a ceramic metal halide 
lamp. Buzalski discloses a photographic lighting device (Fig. 1) having a nonspecular 
reflector (17) (col. 4, lines 12-16), and Scott et al. disclose a ceramic metal halide lamp 
(Fig. 1). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
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time the invention was made to use the nonspecular reflector of Buzalski and the 
ceramic metal halide lamp of Scott et al. for the adjustable photographic lamp of Beaton 
modified by Grosz to provide high quality soft lighting on a subject being photographed, 
for the purpose of providing a soft light for a particular photographing, such as portrait 
shots, without a color shift during the service time of the lamp and with a low cost of 
operation. 

48, Claims 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Perry et al. (US 999,860) as applied to claims 1 1 and 27 above, and further in view of 
Stearns (US 1,115.033). 

49. In regards to claims 28-29, as best understood by Examiner, Perry et al. disclose 
the invention substantially as claimed except for a wire guide tab a wire guide tab 
extending in a direction directed radially outward from the axis of translation of the 
mounting cup, and at leas of a portion of each of the one or more wire is positioned 
relative to the wire guide tab. Stearns discloses an electric lamp with a focus assembly 
(Fig. 1) having a wire guide tab (Fig. 2, 55) extending in a direction directed radially 
outward from the axis of translation of a mounting cup (36), and at leas of a portion of 
each of the one or more wire (41) is positioned relative to the wire guide tab (55). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the wire guide tab of Stearns for the adjustable electric lamp 
of Perry et al. to prevent direct contact between the electric wires and the surrounding 



Application/Control Number: 10/685,033 Page 16 

Art Unit: 2875 

structures, such as the flange (Fig. 1, 25) of Perry et al. with a sharp edge, for the 
purpose of adjusting the relative lamp position without bringing stress on the wires. 

50. Claim 32 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perry et 
al. (US 999,860) in view of Stearns (US 1 .1 15,033). 

51. Perry et al. was discussed in the rejection of claims 1,11 and 12 above. 

52. In regards to claim 32, as best understood by Examiner, Perry et al. disclose: 

• A socket (Fig. 1) (page 1, lines 81-83), having wires (16) extending therefrom, 
for receiving a lamp (8); 

• A mounting cup (Fig. 1 , 6) for securing the socket (page 1 , lines 81-83) to the 
luminaire (1); 

• A socket (Fig. 1) (page 1, lines 81-83) focusing mechanism for axially translating 
the mounting cup (6) relative to a stationary reflector (4) (page 1 , lines 98-105); 

• A wire guide wall (Fig. 1 , 7), arranged at least partially in the mounting cup (6) so 
that the one or more wires are (16) are sandwiched between an inside surface of 
the sire guide wall (17) and an outside of the socket; 

• Wherein the one or more wires (Fig. 1 , 6) inside of the wire guide wall and 
outside surface of the socket obviously resists relative rotation between the 
mounting cup and the socket. 

However, Perry et al. do not expressly disclose a wire guide tab extending in a 
direction directed radially outward from the axis of translation of the mounting cup, and 
at leas of a portion of each of the one or more wire is positioned relative to the wire 
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guide tab. Stearns discloses an electric lamp with a focus assembly (Fig. 1) having a 
wire guide tab (Fig. 2, 55) extending in a direction directed radially outward from the 
axis of translation of a mounting cup (36), and at leas of a portion of each of the one or 
more wire (41) is positioned relative to the wire guide tab (55). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to the 
wire guide tab of Stearns for the adjustable electric lamp of Perry et al. to prevent direct 
contact between the electric wires and the surrounding structures, such as the flange 
(Fig. 1, 25) of Perry et al. with a sharp edge, for the purpose of adjusting the relative 
lamp position without bringing stress on the wires. 

53. Claim 34 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perry et 
al. (US 999,860) and Stearns (US 1,115,033). 

54. Perry et al. and Stearns were discussed in the rejection of claims 1 and 12 

above. 

55. In regards to claim 34, all mean-plus function limitations claimed in claim 34 are 
met by Perry et al. and Stearns, as described in the rejection of apparatus claims 1-2 
and 24-26 above. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to provide the means-plus-function limitations 
claimed in the claim 34 by using the adjustable electric lamp of Perry modified by 
Stearns. 
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56. Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perry et 
al. (US 999.860) and Stearns (US 1,115,033). 

57. Perry et al. and Stearns were discussed in the rejection of claims 1,12 and 34 
above. 

58. In regards to claim 35, all mean-plus function limitations claimed in claim 35 are 
met by Perry et al. and Stearns, as described in the rejection of apparatus claims 1-2 
and 24-26 above. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to provide the means-plus-function limitations 
claimed in the claim 35 by using the adjustable electric lamp of Perry modified by 
Stearns. 

59. Claim 36 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perry et 
al. (US 999,860) and Stearns (US 1,115,033). 

60. Perry et al. and Stearns were discussed in the rejection of claims 1 , 12, 34 and 
35 above. 

61. In regards to method claim 36, all structural limitations claimed in claim 36 are 
met by Perry et al. and Stearns, as described in the rejection of apparatus claims 1-2 
and 24-26 above, except for a method of focusing a luminaire. However, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
provide a method of focusing the adjustable electric lamp of Perry et al. modified by 
Stearns to provide desired illumination on an area. 
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62. Claim 37 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perry et 
al. (US 999.860) and Stearns (US 1,115,033). 

63. Perry et al. and Stearns were discussed in the rejection of claims 1 , 12, 35 and 
36 above. 

64. In regards to method claim 37, all structural limitations claimed in claim 37 are 
met by Perry et al. and Stearns, as described in the rejection of apparatus claims 1-2 
and 24-26 above, except for a method of focusing a luminaire. However, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
provide a method of focusing the adjustable electric lamp of Perry et al. modified by 
Stearns to provide desired illumination on an area. 

65. Claim 38 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perry et 
al. (US 999,860) and Stearns (US 1,115.033). 

66. Perry et al. and Stearns were discussed in the rejection of claims 1,12, 35, 36 
and 37 above. 

67. In regards to method claim 38, all structural limitations claimed in claim 38 are 
met by Perry et al. and Stearns, as described in the rejection of apparatus claims 1-2 
and 24-26 above, except for a method of focusing a luminaire. However, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
provide a method of focusing the adjustable electric lamp of Perry et al. modified by 
Stearns to provide desired illumination on an area. 
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Conclusion 



68. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Gallary (US 1,083,530), Matteoli (US 1,244,880), Godley (US 
1,414,567) and Nixon (US 2,239,928) show lamp devices having a focusing 
mechanism. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gunyoung T. Lee whose telephone number is (571) 
272-8588. The examiner can normally be reached between 7:30 - 4:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sandra L. O'Shea can be reached at (571) 272-2378. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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